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SUMMARY OF POLITICS, 


Intsa CaTuottcs.—Let those who do 
not reflect spend theit joy upon the “ vie-' 
tories’ gained abroad, my readers will, I 
‘hope, reserve some part of theits’ for the 
victory lately gained in Ireland in the 
cquittal of Dr. Sheridan. We are. ex- 
pending enormous sums of money in the 
war against France; we are undergoing 
hardships of every sort for the suppert ol 
that war, the purse and the veins of the 
nation are drained by it: and, whats all 
this for? For what parpose do we make 
all these hitherto-wnheard-of sacrifices ? 
What is the object held out to us by those 
ho call ‘upon us for the means of sup- 
porting this war? Whiy, ‘to prevent our 
‘comtry ‘from being subdued by Napo- 
Jeon; ‘and for what reason should we wish 
to prevent that? Why, because it is pre- 
umed, that iffie were to subdue our coun- 
try, he’ would take from as some part, at 
least, of “that liberty (be* it what it may) 
thar we now possess. Well, then, to pre- 
serve thid f is the object of the war; 
and, what a’ ‘beast must fre be, therefore, 


‘who tosses apie cap. at every cry of vic- 


tory frotti Portugal, and yet feels unin- 
terested at What has now taken place in 
Death. in the ‘acquittal of Dr. Sheridan? 

—The cause whiéh led to the trial, as 


well as the proceeditigs on the trial itself, 
“are stated in another 


of this Namber, 
and to that statement I beg leave to refer 


‘the reader Qt tas been said, that tle: 


Irish people Had no feeling in common with 
the Catholic leaders. is does not ap- 
pear from the effect which this hee 
acquittal appear to’ have produced 
Dublin. «The words Nor Gvtiry’” 
ays the Freeman’s Journal, were searce- 
BR poosn-p when a peal of hugzaing 





‘through the Coert a 
Bat and shook ares Sadicial 
Mf s anxions 





+ that Jurics would be 


} fn short, that the whole 
y and injustice 7 they | 





“but he could not be heard; nothing 
* could be heard but the loud, the over- 
“ whelming torrent of popular enthusiasm. 
“ As the Jurors. passed through the Hall 
“they were greeted with waving of 
“hats and clapping of hands,””"——This 
shews that the people did feel upon the 
occasion ; and, perhaps, they have seldom 
felt more upon any occasion. ——James II 
upon hearing a distant shout that seemed 
to rend the air, asked what it was; and, 
being told, it was nothing but the army 
then enc: amped on Hoanslow-heath shout- 
ing for joy at the acquittal of the seven 
Bishops. «* And do you,” said he, * call 
that nothing ?’’ It was ominous of what 
Was to follow; and though we have no 
such sequel to appretiend in the pre- 
sent day, yet these clear and distinct ex- 
pressions of publie opinion must be sup- 
posed to be of some consequence ; it must, 
by every rational man, be supposed, that 
they are not td be despised.__— But, what 
do the ministers think of these matters? I 
do not know ; but, I know what the venal 
prints say, and shall here quote a passage 
from the Courier of the 26th instant, which 
the reader will find worthy of his attention. 
It-is: very curious, and will be a’ thing to 
recor to hereafter.—— The Judges who, 
* av oor readers have seen in our private 
“ letter, detivered their opinions seriatim, 
« were each strongly with the prosecution 
“in point of law. The Jory, however, 
«considered that the evidence was insuf- 
“ficient, and’ brought in a verdict of 
“ acquittal. Great, in c nence, have 
* been the rejoi of the popuiace, and 
with reason. , after having been 


told that the Constitution afforded their 
»“ vights inadequate protection ; that the lates 


‘* were not strong enough to 


prevent 
/* gion; that the subject bad insufffeient 


r* guards and sagainst the Crown ; 
packed to bring ver- 
« dicts against the liberties of the subject ; 
stem was a 
“ system of t 
se now find Te cae y 
; the Constiius 
wigetaa edly calumniated ; and that the 


lave row -one class of society 
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ss more than another; “and on out the 
“g4me measure of justice to‘the. Peer and 
« the Peasant, afford equal protection to ail. 


« This conviction we did not want: but we, 


are glad that the veil of delusion with 
“aphich the Reformers wished to blind the. 
* eyes of the people, has been thus removed, 
te and that. they now sec they need not 
4 apply to Conventions nor to self-created 
«Parliaments, unless’ their objéct be to 
«destroy, instead of preserving those Laws 
end that Trial by Jury, which are now 
* the subjects of their triumph and their 
* exultation.”’ This is a poor misera- 
ble piece of sophistry and falshood. In 
the first place, i is false that the Catholics 
or the Reformers ever complained, that the 
constitution did not aflord adequate protec- 
tion. - They have, on the contrary, always 
said, that it did afford them ample protec- 
tion; but, they have said, that the consti- 
tution had not fair play ; they have said, 
that they’ were deprived of its, benefits. 
And, as to the packing. of juries, what was 
predicted about this, might, for aught I 
know, have no foundation. It might have 
been, for any thing that I know to the con- 
trary, what is bere called a calumny. 








But, this acquittal does by no means prove 


that it was wholly without. foundation. 


The jury were good men; but, that is no 
proof that it was not intended to have them 
‘a packed set. There is, indeed, no proof 


-neither that it was intended to pack them ; 


“bat, there*is ne proof that it was not so in- 
tended. Indeed there is no positive proof 
ove Way or the other; and the fact must, 

as:inall similar cases, be left to be gather- 
~ed from the chain of circumstances, which 
_ the. proceedings. present to the reader, and 
(wpon which circumstances I do not think 
rto offer any opinion.—The idea 
re is, that, because an. acquittal of .a 
“man, accused. by the Attorney General, 
- has taken place, there can hare been no | 
‘wgtound whatever to complain of any pro- |. 
véecutions of this sort, either before or now. 
= Jn answer to which, I have first to observe, 


*thatthe mnocence of Dr. Sheridan hav 
cone by his acquittal, surely be 
may 





expence 


» if wewere. 


complain of any formerdeoisions, let ys 
see whither it}would Jead.us, The Sereg 
Bishops were aequitied,, their acquitial was 
the .cause, of. great rejoicing ; but, did js 
draw from the nation an acknowledomen 
; that all former-decisions were just? Did i 
make men acquigsee jin the sentences »pon 
Russell ando Sidney? Because a jury ace 
quitted the Seven. Bishops, did the nation 
say, or did. any one, @ver. soy, that the 
juries who sent. Russell and Sidney to the 
block were, .not packed, and perjused? 
And, again, did the agquittal of the Seven 
Bishops shut. mens, mouths, either as to 
the past or the furure? Did it prevent the 
people’s alarm. for-thei liberties? Did it 
prevent the ‘* Glorious Revolution,’ which 
followed soon alter,.and. which seated the 
present family upon the throne to the ex- 
clusion of the lineal, heirs ?——As to lie- 
land, I am not able to speak of the past 
All the whippings and transportings and 
hangings and shootings that have taken 
place in that unhappy. country, during 
the last twenty years, may, for aught | 
know, have been conformable to lw; 
but, the acquittal of Dr. Sheridan does 
not prove this. It proves nothing at all 
relating to the matter.——lct is perf 
that the juries of Russell and 
eat many other innocell! 

; ‘it is as notorious that 
the Sheriff who packed them was chosen 
by the court for the exp 
selecting juri 
that corrupt 


notorious, 
Sidney and a 
men were pac 





ress purpose of 
the purposes-of 





es to answer . 
and tyrannical court; «4 
also notorious, that their decisions ante 
grounded ave silt 
been declared cdenian, and that repare 
tion has been done to the. descendants o 
the sufferers. pm apaarding to! 
man’s mode of reasoning, those 

es ought b> baw been cof: 
sidered as just the moment » subseque" 
was forced to bring 
thus the joy 
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so must the general conduct of the courts 
and the government in Ireland. ‘This 
acquittal has nothing to do with the past, 
“ it may possibly have no effect as to 
the future. ———I do not know whether it 
be too much to expect, but one must wish 
at any rate, that this acquittal and the 
demonstrations of public feeling that it 
has drawn forth may tend to produce 










ai the those measures of conciliution, that I have 
‘0 te BS so long been anxious to see adopted with 
jived | regard to Ireland; for, when I am speak- 
deveg 


ing of the Irish Catholics, I cannot get rid 
of the idea, that I am speaking of the Jrish 
Nation. What joy it must be to Napoleon 
to see Ireland thus disturbed! Of all things 
in the world itis that which must please 
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| This mode of tepreseriting the matter is 


not fair; for, though ‘General Hill, cer- 
tainly acted under the ‘orders. generally 
of his Commander in Chief, a good deal, 
as to this particular case, must have de- 
pended upon himself; and, if he had failed, 
would there have been no diame imputed 
to him? Would the whole of the blame 
have been imputed to the Commander in 
Chief? Has this heen the case upon former 
occasions ? As to a campaign upon the 
whole it is certain, that whatever success 
attends it ‘the Commander in Chief is to 
be praised for; but, if he is to have the 
praise due to successes like that of General 
Hill, his eulogists will be so good as to 
bear in mind, that they expose him, on 
















ed the him the most. Ifthe Catholics were to be 

1€ CX silenced by these prosecutions, or by any | 
0 Ire. other means, that silence would, in the | 
- past mind of no rational man, -be ‘a mark of | 


s and 
taken 
uring 
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contentment and-‘harmony; and it is 
harmony, it is unanimity, that this kingdom 
now stands in need of. 





law; Generar Hitt, The affair, in which 
does this Géneral. has been engaged, and of 
. all BRD which/an aécount was given in my last 
ecily ’ Nortiter) ‘appears *to “have ‘been.'a very 
and btilliae uel Weare we have a proof of real 
rent victory. ‘-Hiére aeé\a thousand. prisoners ac- 
that tually taken, tidlodindg many officers; and 
ose! Be tome 6f high vahks > Thiers tinéquivocel 
ef BR success; Wharoutéhttethe eitcum- 
es of stances. I know netys wh might’ be the 
WU Be advantages General Hilbtvad’and what the | 
| the BR disadvantages of thé: enethy Peannot tel ; 
nce BES but, upon rslfaeewt thethinyg “as cit” now 
arn lies be fore dy} thiegentieman’ has shown a 
sol BS grent deal of thé'ctariwterrofan able ge- 
enal ‘Neral, Yet, very little hasbeen said in 
= his praise “by “whe verial'oprims, * ‘They 


Seem ‘to! thik very’ little’ of a thousand 
cht BES prisoners tale from the French upon this 
lie, occasion, When were’ there; however, 2 | 
asl thousund taken by Ws "Wefore’? "And this 
Wer BB 728 ackieve, dei;ywith so-litele lows We | 
at have hadia Yong war intthd Perlinsala-and | 
8 Ee have wor! a''grear many wictoriés;? bat, | 
bi Woes thevreaderrecotléet any other victory | 
ml which was'aitetded with the’ capture of a | 
- thougand ofthe enemy ?+——=The Morning | 
3 Post'and> thé’ Codrie? tdve taken a great | 
deal “of paitis'to iietitl into® the minds of 






— 


the other side; and yet, they would not, 
I imagine, be very ready to blame bim 
for the escape of Brennier from Almeida. 
Justice, however, clearly demands this, if 
they insist upon ascribing to him, in so 
exclusive a manner, the merit of this af- 
fair of General Hill. 


SPAIN. BaTTLe or SacuNTUM.——— 
The French official account of this battle 
will be inserted in next week’s Register. 
Here we have the detail of another 
real victory, and such a one as our allies 
will find it difficult, I believe, to repair the 
loss of. The result of a battle is what we 
are'to judge by; and here we see 7,2) 1 
prisoners taken and sent off to France, and 
wevalso see a celebrated fortress fall im- 
mediately afterwards, This is vtclory —— 
The account of the siege of the fortress is 
wery,interesting. It shows, in a striking 
manner, what French engiweers, with 
French troops under them, are capable of 
performing; and, it~ has awakened in my 
mind a thought, whicb had not before pre- 
sented itself; namely, the possibility of a 
siege of Gibreltar succeeding in the same 
hands. That it will-be attempted I have no 
doubt; ‘and, though I cannot know bow 
difficult the undertaking might be, having 
never seen the place, I know that there are 
| very few difficulties that such besiegers 
}-would not, in the pursuit of such an ob- 
ject, overcome. For this, therefore, the 
mation ought’ to be prepared. Net that I 
look upon Gibraltar of much real valve 
‘to: England; but, it has a great imaginary 
-value.-It isa possession of honour ; but, 





, this ‘ciréomstance would be only a motive 
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leaving this proud fortress in our hands. 
We must, therefore, make up our minds to 
continue the war for it, as we began.it for 
Malta; or we most, I think, make up our 
minds to give it up in the arrangements of 
a peace ; that isto say, if Napoleon should 
finally subdue the rest of Spain. I throw 
out this to the public here, in order that 
ut may be thought of and talked of and that 
I may hear the opinions of others upon the 
subject. It is, as appears to me, an ex- 
ceedingly great folly for us to cling to 
qld prejudices. Europe has all been 
changed ; there is a new distribution of 
dominions and power, and a new distribu- 
tion of commerce is fast taking place. We 
cannot expect to remain unafiected by this 
change; and, we ought, in our views as to 
peace, to dismiss all old prejudices, and to 
consider merely what is likely to redound 
most to our own safety and our own hap- 
piness. To return to MarsHat Sucuet, 
the venal prints, by way of commentary 
upon the battle of Saguntum, teil us, that 
the ian who won it was formerly a darber. 
These are very malignant and base men, 
but stili folly is their great characteristic, 
For, what is the tendency of statements of 
this sort? Why, to exalt the character of 
that nation, whom it is their wish to decry. 
They publish the aceount of the battle ; 
they cannot contradict that.account; they 
are compelled to become the vehicles of 
the facts, that the fruit of this battle have 
been the fall of Saguntum and the taking 
of 7,211 prisoners of war. And, then 
comes the observation which they suggest 
to the readcr, that this achievement has 
been periormed by a French. Barber! If, 
then, the reader might say, French Barbers 
can do things iike this, what a nation must 
the French be! And, again, if the Spa- 
niards, with their best generals and. best 
army, and strongest fortress, and:with most 
gallant fighting, were beaten by a French 
Barber, what chance have they of final 
success f=——This puts one in mind. of 
Mallet du Pan and the « Printer’s Boy 
“of .Limosin,” who.was opposed to the 
Duke of York in Holland. the sen- 4 
sible reader not perceive how.all, attempts 
of this sort have a contrary. effect to that 
of degrading the French nation and their 
officers?. Why, there-are, after all, more 
Barbers and. Printers Boys than there are 
noblemen (though these latter are become 
-pretty abundant of jate yearsin this coun- 
try) 5 and, who can, fail to see, that theim-_ 
produced by these attempts at 
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| And, with these facts befpre me Saye 


degradation is an impression, in the minds | b 








[e8o 
of men in general, in favour of the enemy ? 
—Then, again, what a conclusion dy 
thes¢ attempts point to with rega:d to the 
French Revolution ; and, of course, to re. 
volutions in. general? Before that evens, 
we heard of no Barbers becoming great 
Generals. The Marshals of France, whom 
we used to see beaten, and whom we used 
sometimes to bcat, were all of the high nobi- 
lity, Of all the animals, two-legged or four. 
legged, exhibited upon our stage, a Frenci 
Barber was the most contemptible. He 
was always the most ridiculous, puny, 
cowardly, and despicable thing that the 
author could imagine and that the manager 
could dress up. ‘This was the idea we 
formerly had of Frenchmen in general, but 
especially of French barbers. What a 
wonder-working thing then, must this Re- 
volution have been! What a change it 
has produced in the character of that na- 
tion! France, has suffered much; bu, 
was it not worth some suffering to ellecta 
change like this! These are the re- 
flections, which the silly attempts abore- 
mentioned are calculated to give rise lu, 
It is obvious enough that such must be the 
effect of them ; but the writers, of whom 
Lam speaking, do not take time to look 
at ultimate effects, They are actuated by 
a desire to degrade the character of the 
men of whom they are writiug ; and do 
not perceive, that they do, im 1act, pro 
novace not.only the eulogium of these 
men, byt also of their nation and 
their revolution. This revoluiion it ¥ 
to which a wise statesman will com 
stantly look, He will examine well into 
the causes and the effects of it ; avd, x 
will find amongst the latter the sh 
of talent and courage over birth. He ; ; 
cast, his eye. over Europe; he ca a 
that dominion, and power have c ll 
masters; he will see a_ total su a 
sion . of, almost every establishmen! 
before, existed; be will see new pid 
reigns, new codes of laws, new i 
nections of commerce, And, uit hed 
see, that all this has been agcomP'® J 
by men emerging from. the lowest = 
in life, some of whom, were.at the P 4 
and some upgn, the shap-board, 4 
sound of liberty was first,heard 1p >" 
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will avail himself of talent and virtue, find 
itwhere he may, either in high life or in low, 
and he will take care not to encourage pub- 
lications like those upon which I have here 
been observing; for he will perceive, that 
they preach up revolution in the most per- 
suasive language. Whena barber is told 
that, before the revolation, Count Sucner 
was a barber; when a labourer is told, that, 
before the revolotion, the Prince or Ess- 
Linc was a labourer; when the farmer is 
told, that, before the revolation, the DuxE 
or Treviso was a farmer; when the 
drummer is told, that, before the revolu- 
tion, the Duke or BELLUNO was a drum- 
mer; when the printer’s boy is told, that, 
before the revolution, Marsa Brune 
(I forget his title) was a printer’s boy ; 
when the post-boy is to]d, that, before the 
revolution, GENERAL Drovet was a post- 
boy ; when the people in general are told, 
that, before the revolution, the now Kine 
or NapLes was living in ah ale-house 
kept by his father, and that the Emperor 
himself is the son of * a Little Attorney.” 
When these things are told to the people, 
what must naturally be the effect’ upon 
their minds; and what but the grossest 
folly could induce those, wlio wish to pre- 
serve the present establishments, to tell 
the people these things? Will the barbers 
and the labourers and the farmers and the 
drummers and the printer’s boys aud the 
post-boys and piublican’s arid attorney’s 
sons think the worée of the French revo- 
lution for being told this? And will they 
be the moré likely to set their faces 
against any thing tending to a revolution 
in England ? I leave thete questions 
to be answered by the wise men whose 
publications have called théni forth. 





Norrixcuam Riots.—These riots ap- 
pear to be still going on. The rioters 
continue to efter houses ahd to demolish 
the machines, which they look upon as the 
cause of their waht of employment. They 
have, howevér, cominitted, it seems, seve- 
ral other acts, such ‘as setting fire to ricks 
ahd héusts. It is a sad sighs to behold, 
and the more so on account of the season 
of the year aiid the high price of bread, 
especially if wé consider the several cir-. 
cumsfancés that seem to concur for the 
keeping up of that price-——-These riots 
in Wellhighaanshtre, if they are very, mis- 

| any respects, 
be he be uséful in one Way, if our 
ters would but make this use of them : 
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pose such riots to exist in Normandy, or 
any other province of France, or in any 
part of Holland; and tellus, what they 
would augur therefrom as to the dispasi- 
tion of the subjects of Napoleon in gene- 
ral. Would they not publish *“ second 
“ editions,’ in order not to lose'a moment 
in conveying the glad tidings to this most 
thinking people ? Would they not predict 
a counter-revolution, the fall af Buona- 
parté, and the restoration of the Bour- 
bons? Yet, there would be no morte 
truth in that than there would be in the 
French now predicting the fall of this go- 
vernment from the riots at Nottingham. 
This ought to teach these writers some 
degree of caution: it ought to operate as 
some little check to those sanguine con- 
clusions which they are so ready to draw 
from every little braw! they hear of upon 
the continent. The riots have un- 
doubtedly arisen from the diminution in 
the demand for the articles upon which 
the people at Nottingham worked ; and, 
as this diminution has arisen from the in- 
terdicts of Napoleon, he may very 
fairly be accused of being the instigator, 
the prime mover and cause of the riots. 
That he ought to be punished for this 
there can be no doubt; but, alas! Ae is 
beyond.the reach of a prosecution! We 
must, therefore, do as well as we can, not 
being able to do what we would. He 
prevents the nations of Europe from wear- 
ing our stockings and cutting their meat 
with oor knives ; but our government pre- 
vents us from drinking his wine and eat- 
ing his oil. We dare not say, that our 
government does wrong ; 4nd, really, we 
may fall as well hold our tongues about 
Napoleon, He lias his commercial sys- 
tem and we have ours. We do him all 





the mischief that we can, and he is by no > 
| means backward ii the way of retaliation. 





One measure that may be adopted, 
as connected with the cause of these riots, 
is the putting of a stop to the use of grain 
in the Distilleries, and this is, 1 suppose, to 
be done; bot, if the Americans should 
lay am embargo, and thereby prevent the 
exportation of food to Spain and Portugal, 
the stoppage of the Distilleries will not 
answer much purpose; or, at least, it 
will pot keep down the price of corn. 
This Embargo, if contintied for any 
length of time, would be a measure of 
the nrost fatal tendency in this crisis of 
our affairs, It would compe! us to send 
food out of Eagland and Ireland to-Cadiz, 
and Lisbon, and t many parts of the pen- 
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“yslands also must be fed ‘from homi¢.——— 


“present distress, but that it is likely to 
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“fisdla, * Our ponies dust’ ‘be fed ftom 
home, instead” f hig fo fn America ; 
and the West India 


ey now. aré; 


What would I do, then, to prevent this 
embargo? The means are always at hand. 
Come to an arrangement with America ; 
repeal those Orders in Council of which 
she complains, and which were to be re- 


pealed upon the revocation of the Berlin 
“and Milan Decrees. I seé no obstacle to 


this. We have been trying this war of 
the custom-house for some years, and we 
find, not only that it is productive of great 


transfer permanently a considerable part 
of ‘our manufactures and commerce to 
other countries. Since, then, it has not 
succeeded, why not abandon it? [We see 
Buonaparté dbandon many of the modes 
of warfare that he tries, ‘It is the part.of 
wisdom to change a path that is, wrong for 


a path that is right. Who that finds him-| 


sel! in a wrong path does not act thus? 
And, as to the shame, what shame ¢an there 
be in doing that which is for our own good 
afid for the injury of nobody ?——Ano- 
ther reason for coming to a speedy ar- 
rangement with Amcrica, is, that the 
longer we delay it, the barder will be her 
terms. She becomes every day more and 
more independent of us, and she every 
day has a stronger ally in the growing 
fleets of Napoleon, and, indeed, in. his 
armies. Every victory that France gains in 
the Peninsula tends to raise the demands of 
America upon us. In short, while we 
are in this state with her, every thing that 





injures us is for her good; “and, as the | 


distress of our armies for want of food 
would be greatly injurious to us, she will, 
in all probability, do whatever she can to 
produce that distress,——-It is useless for 
us to rail at the President and the Con- 
gee. and excuse them of partiality for 

rance: they have just as good a right to 
accuse us of partiality for Ferdinand. We 
cannot prevent their laying an embargo. 
They will do what they please in their 
own country, atany rate. We have the 
power to do at sea what we please, and 
we do not please to let them trade with 
the dominions of France. And, if they 
do not please to let their corn and meat 
§0 to Spain and Portugal, why, then, each 
party does his pleasure ; and there is no 
more to be said about the matter. 

en ee ae 
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reader may ask. Very little, and e:peci. 
ally the horse-whipping below recorded. 
but, the article which Ihave here to in, 
sert from the Star Newspaper of the 2 


4 tiGe | FieG © < lst 
instant Contams matter well worthy of 


public attention, After inserting it { y;\ 
offer some ‘remarks on it, which will, I 
think, show, that the subject is one of a 
really public and - important noture— 
’RemarkaB_e Case.—Relating to au as. 
“¢ sault, tried at the Assizes at Winchester 
© ia 1840, Mr. Paddon, an Attorney at 
“ Fareham, Pfaintiff, and Mr. Denuyark, 
“Surgeon of his Majesty’s ship San Josef, 
«“ De endant.—A. ‘poor woman, wile toa 
“ marine on board t 1e San Josef, lying at 
« Sputhead in July 1809, having travelied 
“from Devonshire with two. young cuil- 
“ dren ‘to see her husband, bad_the mis 
‘¢ fortune to have one of them ‘aken ill 
with the small pox, shortly alter going 
* on board, She was, of course,in order to 
“8 prevent. the communication of intection 
“among the ship’s company, ordered on 
“ shore, among strangers, without money, 
“ without friends, and carrying contagion 
“in her arms. A small subscription was 
instantly made at the ward-room table 
“ for her; and it occurred to Mr. Den- 


« mark, that he might be able to gain ber 
“© admittance into a house entirely adapt 


«ed for the reception yf small | x pa- 
“tients, in the parish of Tichiield (to 
« which be belonged, and which was s- 
“taated about seven miles distance), 
“ through the medium of a MRS. BRETT, 
« of that place, of whose humanity he had 
“ahigh opinion, To effect this humane 
“purpose, he wrote her the following 
” fee, viz.:—“ His as s ship Son 
« « Josef, July 22, 1809.—M y Dear Madam 
« «In the first place, giye me leave 
« « enquire particularly after your valv- 
« « able health, and, in the next place, !0 
*« « recommend to your henereens oe 
« « tion a poor woman, whose child bas 
« « been taken ill of the small yee 
«« board this ship. We cannot, wil): 
“« out endangering the ef compary, 
« «keep her on board, and her being 
“« perfect stranger, with no friends ? 
bed «Portemoath, will obviate ber bein 
“ « received at lodgin I have, a 
«« fore, my dear Ma jam, most nal 
“ « to entreat you will use your gs 
“« influence to get her ito the iy 

«« house. In this you will _partice wy 
« « oblige one who must. ever ! old le 
+ the highest estimation. eee at 
« « My dear Madam, ever truly.— 
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«« obedient humble servant, — ALEx- 
«« anpenR Denmark.—P, S. The object 
“of your attention is a marine’s 
« «wife, who has travelled from Ply- 
«« mouth.”’—This lady advised with the 
“parish clerk, Roger Gough, who in 
“ his turn recommended the opinion of an 
“ attorney to be taken on the poor woman’s 
“case! Accordingly Joseph Paddon, an 
“ attorney at Fareham, upon the sole au- 
“thority of this parish clerk, wrote Mr. 
“ Denmark the following letter, viz. :— 
“« Fareham, July 25, 1809.—Sir,—The 
“ « charch wardens and overseers of Titch- 
«“«field have directed me, on behalf of 
“ «themselves and the rest of the inhabi- 
“tants, to sue you in an action-at-law, 
“ * or prosecute you by indictment, as coun- 
“+ sel shall advise, for the moet uawar- 
“ « rantable, illegal, and INDECENT act 
“« they have ever had occasion to seek a 
““remedy at law for, You have sent 
“into the parish a family afflicted with 
“«the small pox, not having the least 
“« claim to relief there; and that too, 
““in a manner which gives the highest 
“ “ offence to the lady, upon whose ‘know- 
“ledge of you in your profession, you 
“ « presume to ask assistance of in this 
“« ABOMINABLE TRANSACTION, 
““« Your letter to her is before me. You 
“« state that it would endanger the ship’s 
““ company to keep the family on board.- 
“ « Pray are not the livés of the inhabi' ants 
“ «© 6@ Titchfield as valuable as those of the 
“* ship’s company? And is not the life 


as te of Mr. Anderson, who has never yet 4 


“ had the small pox, but who was ne- 
““ cessarily the person to receive this 
pestilential consignment from you, of 
equal valae with that of any indivi- 
«“« dual on board the San Josef? You 
“ “have causetl the greatest distress in the 
“« parish of Tidhfeld, and must answer 
“ « for thé consequénees. At present] can 
“ “ énly demand of ‘you a recompence for 
« “ the injury which the parish as a body 
“« sastains. And I am directed to call 
“upon you for your undertaking in 
“writing to defray all the expences 
“« which the parish may incar in conse- 
“ « quence of your “ benevolent attention to 


ot 


“«« a poor waman, who must ever hold you in’|. 


“« the highest estimation.”’ Your imme- 
*« «« diate determination will determine the 
“ « parish, in whose behalf I am, Sir,— 
“« Your very obedient humble servant, 
« «J. Panpon.”’—Mr. Denmark, on the 
** receipt of the above letter, waited on 
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“ the parish officers, who: assured him 








that, instead of having authorized the 
“ above Joseph. on te write + a 
such a letter about the afflicted family 
“which he had sent into the parish, they 
« did not so much a8 know of. the circum- 
stance of the family’ béigg in the parish, 
“ except a Mr. Fry, one of the overseers, 
« and even he had not authorized the writ- 
« ing of such a lefter as was sent by Pad- 
“don. Upon receiving this information, 
« Mr. Denmark repaired to Fareham, the 
“place of the residence of Paddon, and 
“finding the latter not in a humour te 
“retract any of the expressions he had 
“used, he, in the fanguage of the law, 
“committed an assault upon his body ; 
“ or, in plain English, HORSEWHIPPED 
“HIM. The consequence was, a prose- 
“ cution on the part of Paddon; and, as 
“might be expected, a conviction at the 
“ assizes at Winchester in 1810. On the 
“ 14th instant, Mr. Denmark was brought 
“ up to the Court ef King’s Beuch to re- 
“ ceive judgment, when he gave in affida- 
“ vits, stasing that he had been called on 
“ to pay, and had paid the parish officers, 
for the expences of the poor woman and 
«her children while ia the pest-house. of 
“ ‘Titchfield !- tat he had been put to 
“ very heavy expences in preparing fora 
«trial at the Quarter Sessions: at Win- 


‘chester in 1809; that he had incurred 


“more than seventy pounds in law ex- 
« pences previous to Jutie 1810 (not know- 
‘ing how much he “had incarred since,) 
« and that he had now been compelled to 
« leave his ship, ‘and to travel expressly 
“from Piymouth to London, and to se- 
main here many days, while his family 
“ were in the greatest anxiety on his ac- 
“count. His Counsel presented several 
«other affidavits, particularly one from 
« Sir Charles Cotton, Commander in Chief 
«of the Chainel Fleet, strongly expres- 
«sive of the humanity, benevolence and 
« gentlemanlike behaviour of Mr; Den- 
« mark, both in his professional and pri- 
« vate situations ; and expressing his opie 
« nion, that riothing short of great prove- 
«cation. could have urgesl him to a viola 
‘« tion of the laws.—Also, dn affidavit of 
«Mr. Fry, one of the parish officers, de- 
« clating that Paddon was not authorized 
* to write to Mr. Denmark, in thé unqua- 
 lified terms be made use of in his letter 
«to that gentleman. —The Coort sentenc- 
« ed him t pay 4 fitie of 302. to the King, 
“and te find bail 10 keep the peace tor 
“two years.—In the course of the plead- 
“ing in this cause, Lord Etenborough 
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“ observed, that ‘ the Court felt that all 
<¢ the conduct of the defendant was me- 
“ ritorious pp to the unfortunate moment 
“in which he exceeded the bounds. of 
“law.” He also observed, that Mr. 
«Serjeant Pell “ need not enforce the 
«‘ subject matter of Paddon’s letter ; for 
“the Court will perceive it was a 
“coarse letter, and that he was not 
“ warranted to the extent he went.” — 
The public are, indeed, little interested in 
the question, whether the horse-whip was 
used, in this case, too freely.or too spa- 
ringly ; but, they are, or ought to be, 
much interested in the circumstances con 
nected with this horse-whipping, and 
which the horse-whipping has, at any 
rate, brought before the public. We 
here see a poor woman, a soldier’s wife, at 
150 miles distance from her home, with 
two small children, and one suddenly taken 
ill of the small pox, recommended to the 
attention of a dady, in order that they 
may be received into a parish pest-house; 
and we see the gentleman, who had the 
humanity to give: the. recommendation, 
compelled 10 pay, ont of his own pocket, the 
expences attcnding the keeping of these 
poor creatures, while in the pest-house. 
And, can this be according to law? Is it, 
then, a crime, punishable by pecaniary 
penalties, to recommend a poor helpless 
wretch to the charitable attention of any 
one? Is it here, in this country, where 
we are raising money to comfort the Por- 
tuguese, and where we almost blubber out 
loud at hearing recounted the sorrows of 
Cuffee and Quashee and their sable offspring ; 
is it here, in this country, where we seem 
to be beating up round the globe for ob- 
jects of compassion; is it here, that it is a 
sort of crime to recommend a soldier’s 
wife and children to the homanity of a 
parish? It may be said, perhaps, that the 
same thing would not have happened in 
any other parish in the kingdom; that, 
search England, Ireland, and Scotland 
through, you wiil not find a parish to do, 
in a siwflar case, what was done in the 
parish of Titchfield. May beso: I would 
fain hope so; but, the law? Is it possible, 
that Mr. Denmark was liable to an action 





Or an indictment, for what he did? Is this. 


possible? If it be, let us cease to talk 
about English homanity.——-W bat was his 
crime? Why this: a soldier’s wife, anx- 
ious to see her husband before he sailed to 
the Mediterranean, and he as anxious, 
doub: less, to see her and his children; this 


poor woman, with one child by her side 


POLITICAL REGISTER.—Horse-whipping. 





[6A8 
and another in her arms, tramps up to 
Portsmouth fram the neighbourhaod of 
Plymouth, a distance of about 150 w'les 
She goes on board, and she is haiily ihe 
‘when her youngest child is taken ili wiih 
a disease which too often proves movial 
She cannot remain in the ship for : 
the contagion may reagi a consi’: 
part of the crew. She and ber’ 

are compelled to part. And, v1 
circumstances! Reader, ii you | 

need I attempt to describe ; 

ings of this soldier at that » 

to me notof “ our brave fellows, 

lant tars.” ‘This, unless you can: 
this man, is all empty svund. fe 
pelled to quit bis wife and chiid: hx 
them sail :o the shore; and under 
cumstances the most painful that cao pos 
sibly be conceived, They are 150 mies 
from home, they are friendiess, penny-!ess, 
and his youngest child seized with a (ao- 
gerous disease. But, he has some litle 
hope, he receives some comfort, wien in- 
formed that the Surgeon of the siip has 
had the goodness.to recommend them to 
the protection of a fady and. of officers 
ofa parish near at hand.. What must the 
man’s thoughts have been when he head 
the result of this recommendation? | do 
not mean the horse-whipping resait ; bot 
the result as far as related to the people 
at Titchfield ?, Must not their conduct have 
made him ask himself, for whom he was 
daily venturing hislife ? The parish of- 
ficers of ‘liichfield appear to have had no- 
thing to do with the offensive letter, which 
produced the horse-whipping; but they 
made Mr. Denmark pay, out of Ais own 
pocket, for the feeding and taking care of the 
poor woman and her children, They took 
care todo this; they inflicted this speci® 
of punishment upon bim for bis humanity! 
as an example, | suppose, to. others like!y 
to offend in the same way.———But, aga!” 
I ask, is it possible, that Mr. Denmark did 
in this case, by recommending the por 
woman to the lady and the parish seer 
commit a crime in. the eye of the daw ? 
it be so, then what is to become of peopl 
in the situation of this poor women 
her child? If it be a crime to send.0.Pe® 
son into a parish, that persem having 
small pox, it must be a crime for ——n 
so afflicted ¢o go inio a parish 5 and, 
every spot of land. in. 
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will tailto draw a proper conclusion from 


_is what does very much surprze me; 


ol the reader’s particular attention, if he 


. Parish law.———Wee._ here see, 


here is-all this turmoil conjured up by the | 
Parish Clerk acting vpon the-bare assent of 


4 plunged into law in this way? Does he 
Suppose that any Parish Cierk, or even 
| people pay taxes in order to put money 


any whun or passion of his own, under 
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passed before hand upon all persons in 


' that situation, who may happen to be on 


board ‘of ship. It is, 1 think, impos- 

» thatsuch can be the law; or, if 1t be, 
there ought not a moment to be lost in al- 
tering U———This is an object of much 
greate! consequence than is thatof edu- 
catmy the poor; and, there ought, in my 








Pop won, to ve some special regulations re- 
wholly ignorant of the Attorney having 


lative to the wives and chi dren of Sol- 
diers and Saidors, who are made of flesh 
anu Lleod as well as other people, ane | 
who cannot live upon empty bombastical 
praises. —=——Of the conduct of the several 
nde duals, inthe transaction here recorded, 
The facis speak for 
them-e ves, and no man of aright mind 


them. That ‘be parish offiiers should 
have made Mr. Denmark pay the expences 


and, 1 should be gied to know, whether 
even that was legal.—_—One thing re- 
mains to be noticed, and | deem it worthy 


be not already’ well acquained with 
that it was 
the Parish Clerk, upon wh. se instructions 
the Attorney acted in the case betore us; 
and, the Parish Clerk appears to have 
had nothing more than the bure consent of 
a parish officer; but, that officer was but 
one out of siz, all the rest of whom have, 
upon their oaths, disavowed having had 
anv knowledge -of the matter. So that 


one of the Parish officers. But does the 
reader imagine, that parishes are to be 


Parish officer, has the power to make the 
into the pockets of Attorneys, or to gratify 


the garb of going to law for the parish ? 
If the reader thinks this, be is mistaken ; 
for no Parish officer, no, nor all the of- 
ficers of a parish put together, can lega'ly 
employ any Attorney or Advocate, on the 
arish account, without the consent and ap- 
Of the Parish, given in Vestry. 

f the law were otherwise, what parish 
be safe from ruin? Any litigious 
sim the character of overseer or 
chorchwarden, might give the parish as 
law suitsas days inthe year. Ido 
a cheaper way for a vindictive | 

man to his bens of his _— 


‘not permit this: it 
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does not hold out this temptation to any 
litigious man to indulge his mischievous 


taste at the expence of others. It re- 
guires that, before an Attorney be em- 
ployed in bebaif of a Parish, the whole 
Parish shall be consulted and give their 
assent. How necessary thisia, appears from 
the case before us. It appears that five 
ovt of six of the Parish officers were 


been applied to; and, that the one, who 


was acquainted with n, had merely given, 


his assent, and that, too, wih reluctance. 
So, in fact, here we see the Parish Clerk, 
who is no parish officer, setting an At- 
torney to work in the name ot a whole 
Parish, the Parish being almost wholl 
ignorant of ihe matter. This would have 
been prevented, together with ail the con- 
sequences, if the Parish had been called 
together and consulted before the Attorne 
had been employed ; aud I hope that this 
case will be a warning to Parishes how 
they act in this respect. 


** Tn the last Number, in the remarks 
upon Ma> Waite's Tria, at page 648, 
there was an error of the press. Instead 
of “ 1774, 5, 6, &e.”’ it should have been 
“1794, 5, 6; &c.” 1 find, too, tat 
there was an error in my assuming, as a 
fact, that the wuthur of the alledged ltbel 
was Mr White’s son. 1 see, upon looking 
over the defence again, that this is not 
particularly stated, and that Mr. White 
speaks of an agent, without any thing 


further. 
W™. COBBETT. 
State Prison, Newgate, Friday, 
291k November, i811. 
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IRISH CATHOLICS. 


In the present volume of the Register, 
at pages 193 and 2/5 and the following 
ones, an account will be found of the cause 
of the prosecution of Dr. Sheridan and the 
several other Catholic Gentlemen, whose 
trials are now going on in Dublin. It 
would, therefore, be useless to repeat here 
the circumstances whence the prosecutions 
arose. The érial of one of the gentlemen, 
Dr. Sheridan, bas taken place, and an ac- 
guittal has been the result. I shall here, 
therefore, give an account, taken from the 
Dublin Papers, of the Proceedings on that 
trial, which are of very great importance. 
I beg the reader tw attend in particular to 
whatis stated as to the formation of the jury 
j and as to certain other points, which were 








a ae 


S Stay eins * 4 


7~ 
=~ 


i 


ae og 


ee 




















paca: ws 


a “Pier 


Cc: we a ee shee — ta. 
s ; 2 ‘ Seis Wee 2 
Fe PS AE rp ee Agee = > seal ae ; 5 ; as 
aie “ NS eee ' es s 


fe es 


— 





691] 


discussed before the Judges and decided 
on by them, before and during the Trial. 

Court or Kino’s Bencn, Dustin, Wed- 
nesday, 20 Noy. 1811.——Dr. Sheridan 
was called upon his trial, and the following 
Jurymen answered to their names, and 
appeared in the box, 

1. Benjamin Geale, Esq.—Mr. Geale 
was asked by the Traverser’s Council, if 
he had formed or declared any opinion 
upon the subject? But the question was 
ever-ruled, and he was sworn. 

2. Peter Digges Latouche, Esq. sworn. 

$. John Roche, Esq. objected to by the 
Crown. 

4. John Lindsay, Esq. ditto. 

. Bartholomew Maziere, L’sq. do. 

. Leland Crosthwaite, Esq. sworn. 

. John Orr, Esq. sworn. 

. Richard Darling, Esq. objected to 
by the Crown. 

9. John Duncan, Esq. sworn. 

10. William Hutton, Esy. objected to 
by the Crown. 

11. Thomas T. Frank, Esq. ditto. 

12. Francis Beggs, Esq.do. © 

13. Alexander Jaffray, Esq. do. 

14. John Pepper, Esq. stvorn. 

15. Patrick Marsh, Esq. objected to by 
the Crown. 

16. Richard Geoghegan, Esq. do. 

17. William Sparrow, Esq.—Upon the 
book being handed to Mr. Sparrow, Mr. 
Burrowes objected to Mr. Sparrow, as 
being an Orangeman; the Chief Justice 
declared that was no Jegal objection. Mr. 
Burrowes then proceeded to make his chal- 
lenge against Mr. Sparrow, that as an 
Orangeman, he had malice against all 
Roman Catholics, and, of course, against 
the Traverser.— The two first of the Jurors 
who had been sworn, Benjamin Geale, Esq. 
and P. D. Latouche, E-q. were appointed 
to try the challenge, and Mr. Sparrow was 
sworn to give evidence, 

The Chief Justice observed upon the 
novelty of a man being sworn to give evi- 
dence against himself; but if both sides 
assented to it, the Court will not interfere. 

Mr. Burrowes stated, that he had made 
a fair appeal to the Counsel for the Crown 
to have Mr. Sparrow sworn, in ordér to 
shew that he belonged to a society hostile 
to the religion of the Traverser. — 

Judze Day.—lf the man has taken an 
unlawtul oath he is hardly bound to~ae- 
knowledge it, as he subjects himselfsto a 
serious indictment. If he has taken’ the 
Orangeman’s Oath I don’t know that He 
eould have taken an oath more unlawful: 
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The Chicf Justice-—He cannot be ex), 
mined to make himself infamous in socie: ; 


T will not object, however, to any Proper 


question. 

Mr. Jotnson—A number of questions 
may be asked'him to make the objecting 
intelligible to the Jury, without asking ay 
improper one. : 

Mr. Burrowes —We have no witness tg 
prove the fact but himself; and we appeal 
to his conscience.—The objection was 
over-ruled by the Court, as no sufficient 
proof was adduced. Mr. Sparrow was ac. 
cordingly sworn. 

Mr. Burrowes.—If there are nine other 
Orangemen on the pannel—we shal! make 
no further observations. 

Robert Orr, Esq: ‘objected to by the 
Crown. eae 

Thomas Meade, Esq: do. 

R. Williamson, Esq. do: 

Thomas Jaméson, Esq. do. 

‘Thomas’ Prentice, Esq. ‘do. 

‘N: Wade? Esq. do. * 

John-Hutton, Esq. Sworn, * 

W. Humphreys, Esq. ‘objected to by the 


Crown. - ; 
~ James Chambers, Esq. do. 

* Wim. Wood, Esq. do. *” * 
James Jackson, Esq: do. 
Robert Armstrong, Esq. sworn. 
Edward €tibborn, “Esq. sworn. 


Charles M‘Kernon, Esq. was objected 


2 ‘ 


by the Crown." 
Thomas’ Richardson, Esq. do. 
Chaites Pentland; Esq. sworn. 


John “Hamilton, Esq. sworn. 


Of the-above, our réaders will percelv’, 
twenty-two were ‘pat by,’ by the he 
and none by the’ raverser.—The Clerk 0 
the Crown stated—*'Doctor Sheridan -has 
been Indicted, for an offence, of sire 
has traversed—you ure to try whether | 


is guilty or not.” |" 
f itr. K a tha janior Counsel for the 


Crown, opened the pleadings. 


The ‘Attorney 


long’expected day Of Justice has at! 
arrived: and F tn $3 
of this ‘day’s proceedi 
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General’thien addressed the 
Jury to the following ‘effect so] conga 
late you, Geritlenidn*of the Fury, thet 
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peace, allay the ,discontents, aud abate the 
ferment which prevails in ‘this. country. 
'T-eason ‘and disattection, Gentlemen of the 
Jury, have been but. too successfully ex- 
ected in influencing the minds of the 
Roman Catholhes, of Ireland, and the pro- 
ject of a Convention was detailed in Reso- 
lutions of a certain Aggregate Meeting, 
assembled in this city, the 9thof July last. 
Toe Aggregate Meeting sprang from a 
Resoiuuon of a Committee, which, for 18 
wiouths, bad acted a distinguished part, 
under the name of the General Committee 
of the Catholics of Ireland. When I talk 
oi weasonable viewse=bottomed in treason 
rand rebeilion—let me not be misunder- 
Fsiood.—A great proportion of Ro:an Ca- 
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tholics are Joyal and amenable to tne laws, 
an! (ook with alarm and dismay at the an- | 
waraotable and false proceedings which | 
_have taken place in the name of the Roman | 
Catholics of Jreland. 1 do declare that a | 
‘great proportion of them are loyal, and 
take no part in their projects. Some of 
‘them are misled, and are dupes, and made 
‘the instrumeats of designs which they 
would avouwinate if-they were to know 
ethem. Young men, in particular, of ardent 
minds, 1ave engaged in those political pur- 
suits, with no criminalobject; they merely 
‘desire to raise themselves to votice, and to 
make speeches. Some. of those speeches 
are thost dangerous and unwarrantable, the 
swork of United Jrishmen, labouring for a 
[8 paration of this country. from England. 
Others are made merely dor the gratifica- 
tion of vanity, the authors not seeing that 
they are acting adverse to the public 
peace, aud contrary to the success of that 
very Catholic Kmancipation they pretend 
to be the advocates of. .1 will mow cali 
your attention to the Resolutions of the 
Aggregate Meeting of the 9th of July. 
Here the Attorney-General read the Reso- 
lutions, as follows t—-First—That being 
impressed with the unalterable conviction 
of the undoubted right of every man to 
Worship his Creator according to the dic- 
tates of his own conscience, we deem it 
our duty thus publicly and solemnly to 
declare our decision, that no government 


can inflict any pain, penalty, or privation, 
or obeying Glide focus’ of Christan Faith, 

th his conscience, he believes to be 
ight.—Second—That we again Petition 
egisiat ie “Popes! of the laws af- 
ig our undoubted right to 


tion, ke.—Fourth— 
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That a Committee be appointed to inquire 
into the Penal Laws, and make a report of 
the same, within one month—all which 
were carried unanimously. ‘That the 
Committee to be appointed to prepare Pe- 
titions to Parliament, do consist,— First— 
Of Catholic Peers, and eldest sons of Peers 
and Catholic Baronets.—Second—Catholic 
Prelates.—Jhird—Ten persons chosen 
from the Counties, and the survivors of the 
Delegates of 1792 to form an integral part 
of these ten. —Fourth—Four persons from 
each of the Counties in Ireland 3° which 
resolution was likewise carried unani- 
mously.—These resolutions were merely 
tu throw dust into the eyes of loyal Ca- 
tholics. Fully aware of the law they were 
about to offend, they professed obedience 
to it while they were actually disobeying 
it. Observe, they appoint managers to 
conduct Catholic affuirs until anew Come 
mittee is elected, an interim government 
was appointed not confined to a Petition to 
Parliament, but to manage Catholic aflairs 
generally. By the Constitution the ma- 
nagenrent of the public affairs is entrusted 
tu the lawful Government of the country. 
But this is a disclaim of all Government, 
and such proceedings are hostile to Go- 
vernment. . It is said, that an assembly so 
constituted, would not act contrary to the 
peace and tranquillity of the country ; but 
a tew respectable loyal men in such an 
assembly, could be no guarantee for its 
conduct ; the intemperate men, in all such 
meetings, govern the rest. This Com- 
mittee took its rise from the last; look at 
what their proceedings had been. ‘Their 
language had been so seditious, treasonable 
and imdecent, that their Press, wicked and 
daring as it had been, was alarmed, and 
would not venture to insert some parts of 
their speeches—but left chasms and blanks 
ia their paper, for that which they dare 
not tell. Every Catholic of respectability 
felt himseif scandalized by such wicked 
and dangerous proceedings. Every loyal 
man was calling ovt against such bare- 
faced ‘sedition. Goversment was blamed 
for not interfering. In February, how- 
ever, they were about to terminate their 
sittings; a circular letter‘from the Com- 
mittee was issued to call a renovation of 
itself; then, and not before, Government 
interposed, not by a measure against law, 
it mierely signified to the Magistrates 
throughout Ireland, that the intended elec- 
tions were against Statute Law, and should 
be prevented. This had the desired effect ; 
for a time it was abandoned. Several re- 
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spectable members of the Committee who 
had left it, however, went back to it, be- 
lieving, perhaps, the existence of it was 
useful to the cause, their presence was a 
restraint upun the rest, and a Committee 
was from that circumstance not interfered 
with until the close of their sittings. The 
meeting of the 9th of July was composed 
of some of the members who had_ been 
guilty of the greatest excesses. It is im- 
possible not to conceive, however, that 
there was a portion of well meaning men 
amongst them. It was then held out to 
the Joyal Catholics of Ireland, that their 
attention was merely called to the Peti- 
tion, and for that purpose it was necessary 
to elect a Catholic Convention—but see 
what the substance of the Petition is, 
which was thus made a pretence of assem- 
bling this Convention. In order to shew 
what little deliberation is necessary to 
frame a petition, I wilt state to you, what 
the state of the Catholics was in the year 
1778, and what it is now. 

| Here the Attorney General went into 
a statement of what the penal laws were 
at that period, and their gradual repeal, 
and what the restrictions were which still 
coniinue. In running over the list of 
penal laws he mentioned one which en- 
couraged the son to rise up in rebellion 
against the father, one which dispossessed 
a Catholic of his horse if it was worth 
more than 54. &e. &e.-&c.; and when he 
ended a narrative of this description, a 
smile of contempt at the bigotry of-those 
disgraceful times, spread through the 
court, and created a temporary interrup- 
tion. The Attorney General, when. this 
subsided, proceeded ].—Let it not be un- 
derstood that I mean to speak lightly of 
these matters; I acknowledge the repeal 
of them are laudable objects for men of 
rank and talents to pursue.—But what is 
the object of the Petition? Those restric- 
tions can be expressed if a narrow and 
confined compass. Persons capable of 
reading and writing could form a Petition 
at once, aud without difficulty; and 
therefore to talk of collecting a National 
Convention for the purpose, is an imposi- 
tion upon Common sense. Their Petition 
has been again and again presented to 
Parliament; it has been discussed by 
Parliament, and has never. been rejected 
for want of form. Why has it therefore 
been now thought necessary to summon a 
Convention to deliberate Upon it: to call 
a Convention of 500 persons, to act in the 
eapital, day after day, and. month after 
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affect the Catholic body. The are)” 
(was put upon ne otion by. Dr. Sheri 
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month ? Because there is a Rebel party 


and a party of United Irishmen at work 
and who now endeavour to effect by arti- 
fice what they could not do by force in 
1798; and in 1§03—they may have ay 
object in calling a National Convention, 
because such ais wicked and fac. 


tious persons always sway such assemblies, J 


How was this Convention to act but by 


the example of that Committee, out of 


which it was to spring ?—What rules or 
orders were to govern them? Our Parlia. 
ment cannot meet but by order of the 
King, and cannot sit a moment longer 
than he pleases. But this Convention, 
self-created, has no law butits own Ciscre- 


‘tion—such an assembly can never be to- 


lerated under. any form of government, 
This is no contest between the Govern- 
ment and the Catholics.—I deny it—I: is 
a contest between the law and the viola- 
tion of the public peace. Government 
would be unable to stand, if it was ob- 
higed to submit to such things, The Press 
says the right to Petition is attacked—it 
ismo such thing. Because Government 
stops a National Convention, can it be 
said they stop Petitioning? Because the 
Catholics cannot. have a Parliamen! of 
their own, do they complain of not having 
he Right to Petition? The Attorney 
General then adverted to the origin and 
necessity of the Convention Act, which 
was adopted in consequence of intended 
meetings proposed by the North of Ire- 
land. He then proceeded with great '0- 
genuity and ability, to comment on the 
Convention Act, and its applicability to 
the case of the Traverser, but we must 
defer the remainder to allow ourselves 
time. to detail the evidence. 

John Shepherd was the first witness call- 
ed,. was examined by the Solicitor Ge- 
neral. He said he was a police officer 
He attended at Liffey Street Chapel on 
the 31st of July last according to direc 
tions, He knew. Dr. tik 
Meeting was large, but he could not '8 


e ‘3 . ' ‘ D : ° 
upon himself to say how, large Me. Tir 


ridan was in the chair. . Hea mo- 
wan address the Chair, and m an ent 
tion for a petition to the Prince Nee 


peal of the remaining. abilities which 


ai He : st, 2 Be re 
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He read another which he 
said was like the second; but it was not at 
all so full.) He swore positively to the 
word represent—oh! he begged pardon, he 


those particulars, appointing a Committee 
to prepare and present a petition, and 
transact the business of the Meeting in 
the General Committee. It was not in 
his recollection that this motion was put 
in consequence of any former Meeting. 
The motion of appointing five Delegates 
was put by Dr. Sheridan, There was 
some difference as to the mode of electing 
the five: it was proposed at length that 
seven persons sheuld be appointed te se- 
lect five out of a list which was farnished. 
The proposal was carried, of the seven 
persons who retired two alone, as he could 
perceive, for he was in a situation to com- 
mand a genera! view, returned. 

One of the persons returned, handed a 
slip of paper to Dr. Sheridan. He be- 
lieved Dr. Sheridan handed the slip of 
paper to another, and from it were read 
the following names; Dr. Sheridan, Tho- 
mas Kirwan, Henry Edmund Taaffe, 
Francis Sweetman and Richard. Shiel. 
Dr. Sheridan was removed from the 
Chair, and Dr. Burke took it and put the 
question of Dr. Sheridan’s election, which 
was carried unanimously. Dr. Sheridan 
then resumed the Chair, arid all the new 
nominations were carried unanimously 
with the exception of one. Mr. Kirwan, 
and Mr. Taaffe returned thanks for the 
honour of their election. Mr. Sweetman 
was not present, but some person spoke 
for him. © Mr.‘ Shiel was in London, and 
this was the reason of an opposition being 
made to his nomination. Dr. Sheridan 
left, the Chair and Mr. Taaffe took it, when 
the thanks of the meeting were voted to 
Dr. Sheridan. The motion was carried 
unanimously, and Dr. Sheridan merely | 
thanked the meeting. Liffey-street Cha- 
pel is. in the parish. of St. “Mary. No 
other business done but what he A a 
could not swear that he was at Fishamble 
street on the Oth of July. . 

Cross-examined K Mr. - Burrowes. —Te 
was of | the Established Church. Did not | 
go to Liffey-: street Chapel as a member of 
the meeting. It w , open to every one. 
No concealment. ere was no abuse of | 
any individual « or "government. He could, ' 
discover’ ho sedition at the Meeting, from, | 
the respectability of the persons who at- 
tended he woul td be surprised to find any 
ng of a seditious tendency. He be- 

met to Petition Parliament 
Parliament dlone, He be- 





ce a ee 


PF 











it was the first. 


meant prepare or present. When he said 
prepare or present he did not mean to say 
represent. He did not doubt but a written 
document would give a better account of 
the proceedings than he did. He egain 
said he thought the only object of the 
meeting was petitioning. ‘ Did you not,’ 

said Mr. Burrowes, ‘ talk of transacting 
other business” [In answering this the 
witness seemed to have a confusion of 
ideas.}] Five delegates were appointed, 
but he believed that petitioning was the ob- 
jectof the meeting. There was no business 
but about petitioning. Did not recollect 
where they said would ¢ transact’ business, 
He believed Liffey-street included the 
parishes of St. Mary’s, St. Thomas’s and 
St. George’s. He took a memorandum of 
the proceedings of the meeting, but has 
itnotnow. He had it ten daysago; knew 
then he was to appear in this case as a wit- 
ness. ‘He was not desired by any one to 
leave the memorandumat home. He does 
not know but it is in his desk. If he had 
it he would bring it. He looked in his 
desk and could not find it 5 yet 2 muy be 
in his desk. He was sent to this meeting 
as to others; and hetold those he had a 
right to tell what took place. He believes 
he gave his report to the Magistrates. 
He does not know to whom he gave it. 
Alderman Pemberton, Counse!lor Hare, 
and Major Sirr, were present when he 
gave it. He thought that Major Sirr and 
Counsellor Hare were together when he 
gave itin. Hesaid he had General Orders 
to Attend the Meetings. « Tuose General 
Orders did not come from Heaven,” said 
Mr. Burrowes, «and from whom did they 
come ?”” Sometimes fror mthe Magistrates, 
and sometimes from the Chief Constahles. 
He ack: 1owledge d he swore informations 
agaist Dr. Breen on hearing of his name. 
All he swore was hearing of his name. 
He swore the information before the Chief 
Justice. He did not see Dr. Breen. The 
Second Clerk of the Police Office swore 


against some others ; it was not on his tae 


forination Dr. Breen was arrested, This 
meeting did not last half an hour. 

James M'Denough, examined by Ser- 
jeant Ball—He is a clerk in the rem 
police office. Was on the 9th of Jul 
Liffey-street Chapel with Shepherd.— 
He heard Mr. Kirwan move five persons 
“to’presént a petition and to represent that 
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parish in the General Committee. {He | 


answered the matter of course questions 
without differing from the other witness} 
Cross-examined by Mr. Burne— 
herd and he went together by order of the 
Magistrates, either Hare or Sirr. Is a 
clerk. Took netes of the proceedings 
according to order. He does not know 
what became of his notes. He saw them 
[like the other] ten days ago. He did 
not give his notes to any Magistrate ; nor 


was he asked for them only once by Mr. - 


Hare. Hedid not give them then, but 
the informations were grounded upon them. 
He did not see them since, he dooked at 
them last. He does not know on what 
occasion he looked at the notes. He be- 
lieves they are in his desk or elsewhere. 
(He was asked to repeat the Resolutions; 
and he seemed to be as undecided as the 
other witness on strictness of expression. 
He believed the word « We present’’ or 
something like it, was in the Resolutions.) 
He believed the Resolutions were on 
paper ; and that the Chairman spoke from 
a writtenreport. He did notsee Dr. Breen 
though he swore an information on which 
he was arrested. He heard the name of 
Dr. Breen mentioned. 

Francis HuppLeston, commonly called 
Captain Huddlestone, was next examined 
and cross-examined. He is now, it ap- 
pears, @ news-paper reporter, has been a 
Captain in the army, has been in the 
Barrack Department. He gave an account 
of what passed at the Meetings of the Ca- 
tholics in Dublin; he stated the purport 
of the resolutions that they entered into ; 
and gave an account of the part which 
the defendant took therein.——Here 
ended the proceedings on the 20th of 
November. 

On the 22nd the Trial was resumed, 
when the Chief Justice catled on Mac 
Donovgh, a Clerk in Major Sirr’s Office, 
to explain certain parts of his eviderice 
which, in his Lordship’s mind, were con- 
‘tradictory and inconclusive. - The witness 
was examined by the Court, and appeare 
Be Aye eg and confounded. He was 

» whether among these persons sworn 
to in the information he had mentioned 


Doctor Breen as present.—-He could not | 
‘actwally:say that Doctor Breen was in the | ti 


Chapel at Liffey street—heard his name 


to the best of his recollection mentioned— |e 
wlid not see-him-in the Chapel—knew his } sonie 
‘ person, and beard that he was one of these | from 


eoncerned.in the r 











fens) 0) pk Me Be 
‘Mee Juatige: Osborne.—oBat inthe infor- |e chad 








: [100 
tiation before ws; you do not speak 

our beliefakyou” swear’ poldeety ie 
Doctor Breen ‘was one ‘of the perrom 


Chief Justice —Then you swore positive. 
ly toa man whoin yot did not'see. 

Witness ordered to retire.» 

Mr. Burrowes then addressed the Jury, 
The Learned Council began’ by: arraigm 
ing the conduct ‘of the Crown in the for. 
mation of the Jury. He lamented to have 
witnessed that more decency, or the ap. 
pearance at least, if it was no more, of 
justice on the part of the Crown. He 
did not lay any blame to his Majesty's 
Attorney General. It was notorious that 
on the Jury, there was not a single (a- 
tholic, in a cause, in which the Catholic 
Interest was so deeply concerned. He 
reflected upon the circumstance with pain, 
not unmixed with a considerable portion 
of dismay, that in a City, nine tenths of 
whose inhabitants consisted of Catholics, 
not one was to be found on a Jury inwhich 
the Catholics were to be tried. It was, he 
feared ominous for the Country, when Go- 
vernment had recourse to such paltry a- 
tifices. Nay, the only Catholic on the 
pannel was instantly objected to—but 
that was not enough for the Crown—it 
was not content with objecting to the s0- 
litary Catholic—but in the spirit of libe- 
rality which so very honourably distit- 
guished the Administration of om wee 
it objected inst fwenty-two 
upon no qvennidd whatever. These Pro- 
testants, it should seem, were under the 
suspicion of being suspected as friends 1 
the great Catholic Cause. But the very 
circumstance of these shameful challeng*s 
put the present Jury in a most del a 
and awful situation.. The eyes of 
Country were on them.’ From the pst 
tiality evinced by the Crown to their # 
lection from ‘among so many of therr oe 
cellent and Jiberal fellow citizens, 1¢ #0? 
naturally be concluded ‘that th frist 
prejudiced, and illiberal,' Hed tn bi 
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before’. 
ar aabing. like «deta. of 
enter. iM@ dhny sAbing: like a detail o 
this Te heenaie display. He: first 
addressed himself to the facts, then to 
the Law—-next to. the History of the Ca- 
tholics of Ireland, and finally tothe Po- 
liey of the Jeish: Administration. . In all 
these. divisions, Me. Burrowes was super- 
eminently, supremely -happy. But we 
are compelled to seserve until our next a 
satisfactory report ofthis admirable speech. 
Afier-he had.sat down, there was a. mur-— 


| mur of applause; and he was congratulated 


on all. sides by his, friends. Indeed the 
union of honesty and talent was eminently 
conspicuous inthis address, and we never 
saw more; powerfully exemplified what 
great virtue, aided by great ability, is able 
to perform. », In, the course of his speech 
Mr. Burrowes pronounced a panegyric on 
the free, press of Ireland, and stigmatized 


in his powerful and impassioned language | 


the incendiaries. and, slaves hired by the 
Castle to influence the popular mind, and 
to inflame the, people to, madness— When 
Mr, Burrowes had.concluded,,. the Council 
for the traverser, relying upon the. evi- 
dence of the. Crown, and the Law and Jus- 
dice of theip case, declined calling wit- 
nesses Or -oceupying the attention of the 
Court-and Jery,on.a case whieh they con- 
sidered. already, proved for their. client. . 

.\ Ehe: Selicitor; General. rose Ao. reply... 


Mine Gioald; objected on: the ground of 


usage, that the- Crown Lawyers, except. in 
cases, whem evidence. was tendered on the 


patkef the Eravexsers, had no right to re- |. 


ply.sds tufl > seus") silovsgy 5 Of, 
» The: Attorney..General insisted .on the 
r t 


MS teow & 0 sastg aiid Site 
Justice sborne wished for precedents to 


ais. 
4 


- Mrs Q).Connell said that; Mr. Justice. Day 
thecase of Williame (we think) 
onothe Jagt, Munster, Circuit, against the 
right claipied.by ithe Cnewn in those cases. 

ss Min. Feessé esseiteties oo i. 
said, that, Mr. Justice Os- 
ease at the Assizes of 
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Courts vAs we have already | 
mpossible for ‘us, to ; 
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ease of: Walter Cox; in-which Lord Nor- 
bury and Baron George decided against 
Serjeant Moore, who essayed a reply. 

Mr. Perrin stated the particulars of the 
case, in which the Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas, said that the right of the 
Attorney General was a personal right 
and could not be transferred to his brother. 

Mr. Justice Osborne was rather against 
the practice. 

Mr. Justice Daily thought that it was es- 
tablished by analogy. 

Mr. Justice Day was rather inclined with 
his brothers, 

Mr. Bellew argued acutely against the 
right claimed. 





A » Geale, Foreman, Mr. Pep- 


the | sion et-the same time to inquire whether 


The Chief Justice did not think the case 
|e , . 
'in Lord Kenyon went to the present in- 


| stance. 


| Mr. Eurton said that perhaps the Crown 
| would wave the .right and allow the case 


| to go tothe Jury. 

Mr. Ball insisted on the right of the 
| Crown. 

| .. Mr, Solicitor General would not give up 
| that right. 

The Attorney General coincided with the 
Solicitor, and insisted on the right. 

The Chief Justice at. length determined 
in favour of the Crown. 

Mr. Burton then asked whether since 
two Crown Lawyers were allowed to 
speak where no evidence was adduced on 
the part of the Traverser, another Counsel 
would net de allowed to his clients. 

To this the Court after some hesitation 
assented. 

Mr.. Gooid then touched upon all the 
leading topics of this great cause. 

The Solscitor General replied. 

. The Chief Justice, alter recapitulating 
the evidence, proceeded to define the 
Law. . After about an hour and half’s 
charg@, the Jury retired. 

Mr. Byrne rose and enquired whether 
the indictment on which the traversers 
were tried, was handed up to the Jury. 

The Chicf Justice said that it was not 
‘usual nor necessary. 

Me. Justice Osborne thought that the in- 
dictment might have been read to them, 
if they wished it. 

Mr. . O’Conneli contended that the Jury 
should have a copy of the Indictment on 
whi were to decide. 


returned inte the Box and requested a 
Tend of the Indictment. He took occa- 
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the Court could bring in separate verdicts 
for the two coats laid ithe Indictment. 


—He was answered in the affirmative, and. 


the Clerk of the Crown having enlarged 

the issue, the Jury again retired. In 

about an hour and a half, the Jary re- 

turned with a verdict of NOT GUILTY. 
The names of the Jurors are these : 

Benjamin Geale, Esq. 

Peter D. Latouche, Esq. 

Leland Crosthwaite, Esq. 

John Orr, Esq. 

John Duncan, Esq. 

John Pepper, Esq. 

Willtam Sparrow, Esq. 

John Hutton, Esq. 

Rohert Armstrong, Esq. 

10. Edward Clibborn, Esq 

11. Charles Pentland, Esq. 

12, John Hamilton, Esq. 


The following is the substance of the Indictmenis 
Sound eazainst. Messrs. Kirwan end Tanffe. 


County of the City 7 


Cerntonrohb = 


our Lord the King 
. upon their oath 
present, that, on the Oth day of July, in 
the year of our Lord, 1811, at Fishamble- 
street, in the County of the City of Dablin, 
divers persons, to the said Jurors unknown, 
assembled themselves together, and being 
so assembled, and then and there contriv- 
ing, and intending to cause and procure 
the appointment of Persons professing the 
Roman Catholic Religion, to exercise an 
authority to’ represent’ the inhabitants of 
Ireland professing the Roman Catholic 
‘Religion, under pretence of \causing Peti- 
tions to both Houses of Parliament ta be 
framed, for the repeal of all faws remain-. 
ing in force in Ireland, by means whereof 
any person professing the Roman Catholic 
Religion ‘is subject to any disability by 
reason, or in consequence of his religious. 
tenets; and also, under pretence of pro- 
curing an alteration of the matters so esta- 
blished by law, did then and there, amougst 
‘other thrdatt enter into ¢értain Résolntions 
of and canceraing such Committee, and of 
‘ahd concerning said laws so remaining in 
forve in fretand; ‘amd of and concenring 
of Dublin, 


Dublin, to wit. 





cerrain districts ‘in the C 


‘called Parishes, and used as such for the: | there 


‘purpose ‘of pablic Worship, sccurding to 
the rites of tité Roman Catifolic Religios,, 
gotta peer and effect’ here folowing : 
that 18 to say, that a Courmittee of Persons 
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professing the Roman Catiialic Religion, 


meaning such Committee as aforesyid 
should be appoinied, and requested to 
cause proper Petitions to ‘both Hodses of 
Parliament to be forthwith framed, for the 
repeal of the Penal Laws, meaning the said 
laws so remaining in force in Freland, and 
to procure signatures thereto in all paris 
of Ireland, and to take measures for bring. 
ing such Petition under the serious consi. 
deration of the Legislature, within the first 
| month of the ensaing Sessions of Paria. 
ment; and that said Committee should 
consist of the Catholic Peers, and their 
eldest Sons, the Catholic Baronets, the 
Prelates of the Catholic Church in Ireland, 
and also ten persons to be appointed b 

the Catholics in each County in Ireland, 
the survivors of the Delegates of 1793, to 
Constitute an integral part of that number, 
and also of tive persons to be appointed by 
the Catholic inhabitants of each parish in 
Dublin, meaning each district so called a 
parish, as aforesaid, and that Edward Sheri- 
dan, late of Dominick street, in the County 
of the City of Dublin, Doctor of Physic, 
being @ person professing the Roman 
Catholic Religion, and divers other per 
suns professing the Roman Catholic Reli- 
gion, to the said Jurers unknown, well 
knowing the premises, but being ill dis- 
posed persons, and unlawfully contriving 
and intending to aid and assist in and to- 
wards the constituting and forming of such 
Comwittee as aforesaid, on the 3ist day of 
July, ia the year 1811, at Liffey-street, 
the County of the City of Dublin, in ordet 
to comply with such resolutions, and t 
aid and assistin and towards the constituting 
and forming such Committee, did meet and 
assemble themselves together for vot xt 

se of appointing five persons to 2 

Reenenennts of” the Inhabitants profess 
ing the Roman Catholic Religion, of and 
in one of the districts itv the city of Dublin 
aforesaid, commonly called the Parish of 
St. Mary, inthe said Committee so prop’*’ 
to be formed, and that. at aad in the 
Meeting so then arid there held for the 
or ‘one Thonras Kirwan, 
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